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'nils information .should interest ^h\ Arthur Veriiay ^vho, 
aeeortimg to an October issue of the London Tllustrated News, is 
going to make a hunting expedition to Siam in order to obtain i\ 
specimen of the Schombiirgk deer for t!ie British MuseunL 

UtJMOH GuEHLEH. 

Bangkok, December, 1932. 

No, VI. Reported Shooting of a Scliombargk Deer, 

f have been most interested in the account of the presumed 
sliooting of a Schombiirgk deer in the Kanbnri district in 1932. The 
photographs are undoubted by those of a Sehoinbnrgk deer head, but 
r am unable to accept the evidence as absolutely conclusive. 

Such large .sums liave been offered of late years for a fresh 
specimen of tliis animal, and so many eiKpiiries have been set on foot, 
that the temptation to “ falce ”, from a desire foi' notoriety or 
pecuniary gain, must be taken into consideration. A head wliich has 
been liimg on a wall will retain skin and dried flesh for many yeai-.s, 
and it is easy to give those the appearance of freshness hy soaking 
in a bucket of salt and water. There ai‘o several other ways of 
faking an old head which would pass muster, except to a man on tlie 
lookout foi’ them. Until we get an absolutely fre.sh head, or a fresh 
skull with a complete skin, or the photograph (guaranteed untouched) 
of an entire Sehoinbnrgk deer, the record cannot l)e conclusive. 

That the specimen in t[uestion is said to have been sliot on 
the edge of an area which is practically our last hope of the continued 
existence of the Sehomburgk deer, is, of course, verv miieli in its 
favour and will, I hope, stimulate further enquiry in that direction. 

C. H. Stockley. 


No, VII. Migration of Rats. 

[n Volume I of the Journal of the Natiual History Society of 
Siam, T. S. Butler records a inigi^ation of rats wliich lie observed 
while stationed at Koh Lak in September, 1913. For near I a week 
his bungalow close to tlit^ 1>each was ovemain with rats, and swarms 
of them pa.ssed tlirough the building on their wat^ to the beach and 
sea. 31ieir one idea appeared to l>e to leave tlie land. None turned 
back except when attackfid by hawks or crows, of w hich they had 
attracted a. good number. Tlie follow ing day, whan going out to 
meet tlie steamer in Koh Lak bay, T not iced several rats w'ell away 
from the sliore, still swimming straigld: out to .sea, ami foi' days 
afterwards I found their dead bodies oji the beach, washed up by the 
tides. Til is I observed tliroughout the whole length of my section, a 
distance of 30 kilometres," 
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YnL IX. 


Late in August, 1931, a siniilaf plicneiiienon was reported from 
the same, district, Tj^irgo armies of rats invaded Cliangwad Prachuali 
doing great (lainage to all crops and goods in stores, and it was re¬ 
ported that tlie influx of tliese creatures was from the sea. 

I was instructed to investigate this matter and left Bangkok 
for Praelvuab on tlie 6th of iSeptemher, 1931. Idie first appearanctj 
of rats was noticed on the 27th of August. On the 28tli tliey all 
landed on the shore extending from 'fliap Hhake to Ban Saplian Yai, 
a distance of ahont 35 kilometres, 'fliese rats did considerahle 
damage on the 2Stln feeding on aiiy edible thing that came in tbeir 
way. Crops such as cocoanuts, sugar-cane, water-melons and other 
held and garden crops were destroyed, and stored jiroducts including 
leatlier and dry fish were equally damaged. Even the eats were 
afraid to attack them on account of tlieir large nninher. 

The rats did not seem to bo afi-aid of men and would not 
hesitate to come and take away food from the plates while the latter 
were having their meals. Tliey could ho killed Ijy the hundred 
without having to run about. A man with a small mallet^ sitting 
quietly, could kill a great number of them. 

On the 29tli of August they started leaving the coastal areas, 
pre.sumably foi' the hills and foi'ests. By the 1st of September 
hardly any rat eould be seen in that vicinity. We could not get any 
information as to whence they migrated, and since they did not go 
back into the sea it is safe to suppose that they w^ent inland. 

There is sufheiont rea.son to believe that these rats came from 
across the sea. All the hshennen wliorn wo met saw these rats in 
the sea in large swarms and also holding cm the fishing *'poli'’ to rest 
At times they wei^e mistaken foi^ shoals of cuttle fish (pla mukj, and 
people who went to eatch tliese supposed pla muk were disappointed 
as well as surpiised to find that they worr rats. Many rats eaniL* 
along with fishing lioats. 

liats can keep afloat es^en in I'resli water without food for a 
few days and hence it is quite easy to believe that tliey miglit liavo 
swam across the gulf from Koh Chaug which is notorious for its rats. 
3'luni' large size may have inspired their aLpiatic enemies with fear 
and tinis left tliem unharmed in tlieir jnuniey across tlie gulf, it i.s 
also prohable tliat the number landed ord v' indicated the nnniber that 
survived the dangers and trials of erossing. Very small fishes may 
have served them as food. 

A specimen of the rat was .sent to Eafties iluseum and was 
identified by j^lr. F. X. Cliasen as Ratfvj? raffus jalo7^e7isis (Bonh,). 
the common field rat of Siam. 

A III A XT i^lAXMlKUn, n. AGRia, 

A ssistant Entoino logisf, 

Dept, of Agricultural Research. 


Bangkok, April, 1933. 




